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This survey attempts to verify and delineate the 
trends in intr£:/iural physical education. Surveys irere mailed to 395 
colleges and uriirersities in November of 1975. Tiro hundred and thirty 
three (56-fX) ?rere recurned fo- statistical analysis, but the number 
of responses to questions varied because not all questions trere 
applicable to every institution. The survey substantiates previous 
findings trhich indicate that funding for intramural i»rograms comes 
primarily froip student-related resources, that most institutions 
provide structured intramural and recreation programs, that most 
institutions sponsor and/or supervise sports clubS|^ and that the 
designated recreation hours are allocated after scheduling needs for 
varsity athletics, physical education, intramurals, and sports clabs 
have been met. In 5.d3ition, many intramural department*^ esploy 
student activity managers to handle equipment and oversee intramural 
activities. (The report includes statistical tables of inflividual 
responses for these items. (DHT) 
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Bvery tieriber of an institution of higher education should be provided 
an cpoortunity to en^Joy satisfying experiences related to their particular 
interest in sports and recreation/ 7:ius, the 1970* s brought ififch it e::- 
panded intramural, sport clubj and recreational offerings for ntudenta, 
faculty, and staffs These increased offerings have necessitated increased 
funds, greater staff responsibility, changes within the administrative 
structure, and policy directives of intradural progra^as^ Earlior studies 
by Fabian and Ross (l) and Fabian et» el» (2) have identified several 
trends occurring ^o-thin intradural prcgraos nationally/ ot^opj^ thcae are: 
trends ccTicerning adbinictration, financing, scope of responsibility, and 
sup'irvision, of acJ;ivity within college intra:nural prograas^ In addition, 
this survey eicaradned the priority of recreation within the scheae of our 
"profession* Tnis particular investigation attecfpted to verify and further 
delineate the above trends* 

Surveys ;7ere mailed to 395 colleges and universities on iroveMe^* 7> 
1975* Close-out date for the survey vas January 5> 1976* As of that 
date, 223 surveys were received and used for statistical 2.nalysis» The 
56»6vi return supplied an ade^iuate nurfoer of responses^ The nudber of 
responses varied for each question because^,ot all questions irere apnli** 
cable to every institution^ j'\,Zr7r* ^'l ... , ^ 



Fabian et. el. (2) found a oajority oJ^intranural progracis were adiiLn- 
istered by physical education and/or athletic departments, however, funding 
for intraaural progracis came prioarily from student related sources. For 
the purposes of this suivey the above finding will be labeled Trend I,. 

Table I, below, divided by population increments of 5>000, shows the 
responses to Trend . 
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Tabic X 57^; (12?) of the 


survey population agreed that Trend I 






an accurate 


dosoription oP their a^ininistrativa aud funding stn:ct'':arc. 




Contrary to the 


above finding, 32 schools less than 5,000 and 12 


schools 





ovi:r 30,000 reported Trend I was not an accurate deiscriiUon of their 
structure. Tais represents 63^j ihh) of the institutions irithin theses two 
population ran^sc. Further data revealad institutions less than 5>000 
tend ^0 ha ^incularly structured^ i.e», administered and funded solely by 
"■r:-ij*5ical Education or Student P^f^^TZj i.-hile universities over 30,000 tend to 
bo complexly structured, i.e., adrainistered by tvo'departnents vjid/or fund'^d 
by two or Dore iicurces^ 



SchDols respon^Ung Wo to Trend I were aGkoa to explain their struc- 
tur^j^ £l;<a;uination of these responses by populatioa lovel revealed a . 
bicodal distribution^ Institutions below liTjOOO^'in population vere 
administered by physical education and athletics end funded by physical 
"education and athletics, university generrJ. funds, and state appropriations 
, in 73*1^0 (^9) of the cases* Institutions above 15,000 in population were 
funded by student related sources ^md governed by student affairs, student 
associations, Dean of Students, or recreation in 65*5^5 (19) of the cases* 
Lastly, of the schools ^/hose structure differed froa that described, 
only 5»2;5 (5) stated they intended to alter their structure in the future^ 

AdninistrativQ Eesponsibility of Intradural Bapartments 

Fabian and Ross (l) found a majority of intradural departmesnts supply 
structured activity, adcdnister sport clubs, and oversee recreation for 
their populationj;^ This sur\'^ey foxmd intramural departments provided struc- 
tured activity at 100^ (223) of the institutions,^ end administered recrea- 
tion at 73*r/j (163) • 

Table II, below^ shows responses to Trend II; specifically regarding 
sport clubs# 
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Table II indicabss h3^f^ {^o) of the intramural departtnents odnlnistered 
^sports clubs* ]5xa:aLnabion of popiO,atloh'lcvela,,revealcJ; iiitrataural dapart- 
merits in schools lees than 10,000 acLnini stared sports clubs^in 23#7^ (27) of 
the caner^j while intraaural departcicnbs in schools over 10^000 Di:per*/ised 
sport!> elub^^ in 63 (69) of the eases^ 

The diserepency between this study's finding and that foxmd by Fabian 
and Iloss (l) may he attributed bo fcheir survey sample not including insti- 
tutions less than 5,000 in poptaation, while 2U.2:^ (5^^) of this survey's 
renponr^es caae from schools nnd?ir 5,CK1^^ pop^jCLation^ 

In addition to the responsioilities already discussed^ some intramural 
departments administer inbercollcgiate athletics for in?-les and fetnalesj 
che^rleadinSj corjitunity recreation^ end graduate programs in intraEHural 
administration # Pinallyj some schools supply special iiiterest features 
not usuallj' a part of c:ost intrarrural progransj those being; coimseling of 
recreation end leisure activities^ maintenance of facilities^ fitness prc- 
giracj.^ for faculty ar.d staff, vrhticlchair atlilebie programs, recreational 
clubSj arts and crafbs cenber^ and providins recreation for conventions and 
csminars# 

o; m-ervir;i.on of Tntivanural Actxviti-js 

Fabian ct» el» (2) found a (iLijority of intramural departments er^ployed 
student activity :r.in?,;^^vs to hanll^ equipment and oversee intramural acti* 
vities^ In fact, 85*2p (l90) of this survey's reportir^j institutions 
indicated this \ns their policy^ Cf the 33 ^Jchools which currently do nob 
employ student activity t«anacersj 33^^^ (H) indicated they intend to do so 
in the n;ar future # Student activity r^anag^rs were responsible for distri- 
butionj ob*;ci*vation anJ collection of equiprnent for participants at 90^6^ 
(171) of the inotvtutionsj uhll^ 0^.2;' (icO) of the schools reixirted student 
activity laanajers assuined th-jse respon-'iibllities for officials as well» 



Hiie^ricr or nofc stud3nt activity ciMiisers should officiats contests liao 
been a controvert itil 3ubj*;ct at ir^any incfcitutionc* The controversy appearV 
to center around student activity manosers effectively operatins activity 
sites while officiating contests* Of 190 institutions reportinsj ZQM^ 
(5^) indicated that student activity rJ3Lnagers almost always officiated 
contests, 32*6^j (62) officiated sometimes as substitutes or alternatesj 
and 39^1 (7^0 very rarely officiated contests* At 8l*l^ (15^) of the in- 
stitutionsj student activity (managers ctaintained operation of activity fsitesj 
whether or not a taeciber of the Intraaural staff was present # 

Schools reporting additional duties, indicated activity managers assune 
responsibility for an entire sports activity, i*e#, scheduling of contests, 
training, scheduling and payment of officials, recording of scores, and 
awarding of points* Some schools reported student activity rsronagers also 
work within the intramural office, thsir duties including: scheduling of 
facilities, preparing weekly newsletter, publicity, and anst/ering telephones* 

Recreation* s Place in Our Profession 

Fabian et* el* (2) found many institutions designated recreation hoars 
to avoid conflict vrith varsity athletics, physical education, intac^anurals, 
and sports clubs: Fabian and Ro^s (1) found recreational activity time was 
scheduleu after the needs of the above were satisfied* Of the JIO colleges 
and universities answering Trend 17, 79*9^ (166) indicated recreation was 
last on their list of priorities for scheduling of facilities* One school 
reported male and female athletics had vi2rtually taken ov^ their facilities 
from intramurals, sports clubs -and recreation; while another school indicated 
recreation ranked after concerts, lectures;^ meetings, and higli school events* 

Of the hh institutions Jj:idicating the above trend ijas an inaccurate de- 
scription of their policies, 39 repox'fced: recreation had separate facilities, 
was of e^iual importance with other activities, had recreational tide pJlott-Jd 
during peak hours, or merely occupied a higher position on their priority list 



SUMMARY 



Generally speaking, a isajority of intramural programs are adminis- 
tered by physical education azii/oT athlBticSj while funding for intramural 
prograins comes pritnarily from student related sources, I-bst intramural 
departnients supply structured activity, oversee recreation, and coor-* 
dinate the use of athletic facilities, imile less than half adiTtinister 
sports clubs. In addition, Rnny intratnurol departments edploy student 
activity waaagers to handle cciuiuaent and oversee intraniural activities, 
vhether or not a motiber cf the intrairjurol stsiff is present. Finally, 
recreation is l:"5t on most institutions' lists of priorities for 
facility use. 
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